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Please see attached. 



An interview was conducted on the above-identified application on . 
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interview. Therefore, applicant Is advised to file a statement of the substance of this interview (37 CFR 1.133(b)) 
as soon as possible. 
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Interview Addendum 
Serial No. 10/607.194 

During the proposed interview, applicant would like to discuss the following 
issues. All of the claims stand rejected as being anticipated by the reference to 
Charleswoxth. Applicant disagrees that Charlesworth anticipates the claims. 

Charlesworth discloses a data structure for annotating data files within the 
database. Annotation data takes a particular form using a phoneme and a word lattice 
which allows searching of data files responsive to a user's input query. 

Taking claim 1 for example, such claim recites, in pertinent part, identifying, 
ba$ed on the user request, a preferred language and a prefeired sub language for 
displaying a lyric set associated with an audio file. The office argues that Charlesworth 
discloses this feature in paragraph 0076. This excerpt of Charlesworth simply describes 
the notion that a user can speak words that are then utilized as annotation data for a data 
file. This paragraph does state that the speaker's language, action, dialect and phonetics 
set may be included in header information in the data structure. However, this subject 
matter is very different from, and i$ not to be confused with the notion of identifying a 
preferred language and sub language for displaying a lyric set. First, there is no mention 
in Charlesworth whatsoever of a lyric set. Second, there being no mention of a lyric set it 
is virtually impossible for Charlesworth to disclose the notion of identifying a preferred 
language and sub language for displaying such nonexistent lyric set. 

Further, this claim recites searching a list of lyric sets to determine if one is 
available in the preferred language and the preferred sub language, and automatically 
selecting an alternate lyric set based on a hierarchical list of language priorities. 
Charlesworth is completely devoid of any such subject matter. The office cites to 
paragraph 0038 for the subject matter. However, this paragraph simply discloses the 
notion of using phoneme and word lattice annotation data to conduct a search using word 
data in a database. This paragraph simply does not describe, or suggest in any way, 
searching a list of lyric sets to determine whether the lyric set is available in a preferred 
language and sub language, and automatically selecting an alternative lyric set based on a 
hierarchical list of language priorities. This subject matter is simply missing from 
Charlesworth. 

Applicant would like to discuss this and other differences in the Charlesworth 
reference as they bear upon the office's rejections. 
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